The blueprint of the ASEAN Economic Community (AEC) 2025 is adopted by ASEAN members on November 22, 2015. To discuss this issue, this paper focused on analyzing any challenges in achieving legal coherence in terms of brand and trade among the ASEAN countries and analyzing the principles and strategies to create legal coherence in terms of brand and investment laws in ASEAN countries. This was a normative research using statute approach and law comparison that analyzed secondary data qualitatively. This paper concluded that legal coherence in brand and investment laws can be achieved if ASEAN could overcome various challenges such as differences in legal, economic and technological systems, legal culture and infrastructure development. The principles required are the harmonization of laws and policies to abolish trade barriers related to borders. Some of the strategies of legal coherence are to make Blueprint as a guideline and to apply harmonization of law through standardization and technical regulation reformation. 
Introduction
The ASEAN Economic Community ('AEC') is one of the most important events in the history of the ASEAN countries 2 . As one of the core pillars of ASEAN, the AEC was successfully established in 2016 as a continuation of the declaration made by the ASEAN leaders in the 9 th ASEAN Summit ('Bali Concord II') to create a regional economic integration that will further strengthen the economic development of the ASEAN countries. 3 In contrast to the European Union ('EU') whose political integration is already quite mature 4 , ASEAN's economic integration through the AEC is still in its infancy. In this phase, the economic integration is primarily focused on the removal of all substantial trade barriers between the different ASEAN Member States, namely: a) tariffs (i.e. taxes levied on the imported goods/services of other States); b) quotas (limitations on the amount of imported goods/services) and c) border restrictions 5 As stipulated in the 2008-2015 Blueprint, the AEC's primary goals to reach before 2016 are: a) a single market and production basis; b) a competitive economic region; c) economic development for its Member States; d) a region that is full integrated with the global economy. 6 Fast forward one year after the AEC's establishment, the ASEAN Member States developed a new Blueprint entitle The AEC Blueprint 2025 7 which is designed to facilitate the achievement of a number of ASEAN's objectives. These objectives include: an ASEAN region that is cohesive and integrated; a regional economy that is competitive, innovative and dynamic; increased sectoral cooperation and connectivity; as well the development of human resources that are resilient, inclusive, people-oriented, and the development of people-centred communities that are integrated with the global economy. 8 With those goals in mind, the AEC becomes especially strategic to ensure a regional economy that is competitive and that can also bring welfare to its people. This is a logical conclusion given ASEAN's great economic potential. With a total combined population of more than 600 million people, ASEAN's regional economic integration can help put ASEAN on the map, with a combined population that exceeds the US and even the EU. 9 The AEC is also an important development to increase ASEAN's position amongst other powerful countries in the Asian region, such as China, India and Japan. 10 Notwithstanding the excellent roadmap that was designed through the 2025 Blueprint, it will mean nothing if it is not supported by the full commitment and effort of the ASEAN Member States to realize the objectives. To achieve such objectives and to realize the roadmap, it is critical that the Member States adopt regulatory and policy reform in the field of economy, especially in trademark law and investment law. Considering that AEC's implementation is left to the discretion of each Member State, divergences of standard with respect to the Member State's trademark law and investment law will be inevitable without any serious harmonization efforts. This fact will create a legal issue with respect to the legal coherence of trademark law and investment law of the ASEAN Member States, or lack thereof. (http://asean.org/asean-economic-community/). 8 "ASEAN Economic Community", http://asean.org/ asean-economic-community/ 9 ADB, "ASEAN Economic Community: 12 Things to Know", http:www.adb.org.features.aseaneconomy-community-12-things-know; ASEAN IPR SME Helpdesk Guide, Loc. Cit.
10 Christopher W Runckel, loc.cit.
Research Questions
There are two main issues which will be focused in this 
Overview of AEC Blueprint 2025
As a regional economic cooperation, the AEC will have significant repercussions towards the development of trademark law and investment law in the ASEAN region. These ramifications stem from the five primary characteristics 2004 -2010 and 2011-2015. 22 Amongst other branches of intellectual property, trademark law constitutes an important topic to discuss due to its role in economy and international trade in ASEAN region. However, some issues dealing with the weak law enforcement against trademark infringement remain big problems in this region. Counterfeit products or imitated goods, different registrable signs, and international trademark registration system are the problems need to be harmonized in order to realize legal coherence in trademark law in ASEAN countries. 34 In terms of regulations, investment laws in the ASEAN member have many differences. As the leading economy in the region, Singapore, in fact has no specific investment law. All investment matters in the country can be found in various laws and regulations, such as company law, contract law and other related laws. Similar approach is also followed by Brunei which relies on other laws, policies, and administrative practices to regulate investment. 35 
Trademark counterfeiting

Investment Dispute Resolution Is Not Regulated in the ASEAN Member States
All members of ASEAN have no specific articles in their investment laws to regulate the dispute settlement of investment between the investor and host government. However, the member allows arbitration as the method of dispute resolution under investor-state contract. 38 It brings the consequence that those countries have their own way of managing the disputes. Actually, this problem can be easily solved by establishing a regional investment dispute settlement mechanism in ASEAN under ACIA. But, it is difficult to realize because it will conflict with ASEAN value of non-interference and national sovereignty. 39 The alternative choice is to use the litigation in each member country. This method of resolution has also problematic because most ASEAN members (except Singapore) have been criticized by investors as the region which has challenges in recognizing, developing and enforcing the rights of investors due to rampant corruption, political cronyism and unpredictable legal regime. 40
Challenges For Achieving Legal Coherence
Legal coherence in the field of trademark law and investment law must become a priority for all ASEAN Member States if ASEAN aims to reach the AEC's objectives. Unfortunately, however, those objectives may not be achieved if these critical factors are not adequately addressed:
Diversity in Legal System
ASEAN is composed of countries with a diverse range of legal systems. There are countries who adopt the common law system such as Malaysia, Singapore and Brunei Darussalam. Indonesia, on the other hand, adopts the civil law system. However, there are countries such as Thailand and the Philippines whose legal system draw on the features of both common law and civil law. 41 Meanwhile, despite having roots in the civil law system, other countries such as Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia and Burma are still the process of finding their own identities for their legal system. 42 This diversity in legal system will become one of the determining factors in making legal coherence in the field of trademark law. An example is the existence of passing-off in common law system. This 42 To understand the general differences between Common Law and Civil Law please read Nadia E. Nedzel, Legal Reasoning, Research, and Writing for International Graduate Students, Second Edition, Aspen Publishers, New York, 2008, p. 1-5 protects unregistered trademarks which have a reputation or good will 43 against infringement. But, passing-off is not recognized in civil law. Only Singapore, Malaysia, Brunei and Myanmar provide the protection of unregistered trademarks. 44 In investment law, the different legal system can also be problem because all investment laws in ASEAN Countries do not regulate investment dispute settlement. These will be settled by arbitration or litigation in each country and create different mechanisms of investment dispute settlement amongst member states due to different legal systems.
Economic and Technological Development Gap
As is the case with their legal system, the ASEAN Member States also have varying economic and technological development. Although in terms of its population, Singapore can be classified as a relatively small country, it is at the forefront of economic and technological development in the ASEAN region. Bigger countries such as Indonesia, Thailand, Philippines and Malaysia subsequently follow in their economic and technological growth. However, other Member States are only starting to experience improvement in their economic and technological capacities. This can be a problem for legal coherence because different economic and technological level brings about the differences in development priority. In trademark law for example, some ASEAN countries (for example Indonesia and Singapore) protect non-conventional trademarks (holograms, shapes, sounds) but Myanmar has no specific trademark regime which protects explicitly such registrable signs as trademarks. 45 In investment law, some investment laws of the member states function as investment incentives but others focus on another function, namely the review and approval of new investment. These differences are caused by different level of development priority where the source is from different level of economy and technology amongst Member States.
Difference in Legal Culture
Legal culture may be defined as the ideas, values, and collective behaviour and opinions of those who work in the legal profession specifically, or any other people generally, pertaining to the law and legal system that applies in their society. 46 The society's response to the values of their legal culture can be seen from the discipline and legal compliance of the people. In this regard, the most commonly highlighted aspect of legal culture is the enforcement of the law. Singapore with its rapid economic and technological development is among the best in ASEAN in terms of its law enforcement. This is evident from the behaviour of its citizens and government who demonstrates discipline and adherence to its stringent and consistent regulations. Meanwhile, the other Member States are still struggling to achieve a comparable level of such disciple 43 IPR SME Helpdesk, Op. Cit., p. in their legal culture as exemplified by Singapore. The actions against trademark infringement are the best example to explain this fact. Singapore has one of the lowest rates in the world dealing with visible counterfeiting. This is because the enforcement is supported by updated and comprehensive Singaporean laws and courts which are tough on infringers. 47 It is clear that law enforcement is part of legal culture which is among the most decisive factors to establish legal coherence in AEC. 48 
Disparity in the Level of Infrastructure Development
Infrastructure is highly strategic supporting factor in the realization of economic integration. Without adequate and modern infrastructure, it will be exceedingly difficult to ensure that the market can support a free and efficient trade in goods and services. Based on the report of the US International Trade Commission on the AEC, efficiency in conducting export and import is still one of the major barriers to the implementation of the AEC. Singapore, Thailand and Malaysia are considered to have an efficient trade procedure. However, the case is the contrary with respect to the trade procedures of Laos and Cambodia. If remain unaddressed, the disparity in trade procedure and infrastructure will be a significant impediment to the success of ASEAN's economic integration. 49 The implementation of international trademark registration system, trademark protection, and the protection of investor capitals also depend on the availability of modern and sophisticated infrastructures.
The Principles and Strategy For Legal Coherence In Trademark Law and Investment Law
Principles for Legal Coherence
Legal Harmonization
Considering that ASEAN Member States face the aforementioned issues and challenges in implementing AEC, in principle, the efforts towards legal coherence should be undertaken as soon as possible without having to wait for those divergences to be overcome. In this regard, harmonizing the law could be considered as an alternative to achieving legal coherence in trademark law and investment law in the ASEAN region. Through legal harmonization, the Member
States can agree to a number of objectives and targets, and each country can then subsequently amend their internal laws to achieve the agreed goals. 50 The reason why harmonizing the law is the preferred method to address the current issues is because that method is realistic and can be implemented rapidly.
Harmonization can be done by synchronising minimum standards that are general in nature and can be implemented by each Member States, irrespective of the legal system that is prevalent in that jurisdiction, the gap in economic and technological development, and the disparity in legal culture and infrastructure. 51 Nonetheless, changes that are aimed towards increasing economic and harmonisation-in-asean-progress-challenges-and-moving-beyond-2015.html ; to understand the process of harmonization in ASEAN please compare the process of harmonization of internal community trade (in Jeremy M. Rosenberg, Dictionary of International Trade, John Wiley & sons., Inc., New York, 1994, p. 155 period. 53 Referring to Reyes' opinion above, the scope of the policies and regulations designed to achieve legal coherence in trademark law and investment law must always cover those three areas. Dealing with the protection of registered trademarks in the borders against the trademark infringement, the role of customs in ASEAN region is very important. One of possible actions is to seize the import 
Strategies for Legal Coherence
In order to achieve an interconnected and coherent regulation for the trademark law and investment law of ASEAN countries, these strategies may be completed by Indonesia and the other Member States:
All policies pertaining to the legal coherence of trademark law and investment law should refer to the ASEAN Economic Community Blueprint; The focus of legal harmonization must be directed towards the synchronisation of principles and standards that are general in nature through standardisation and the enactment of technical regulations as argued by Simon Pettman; 59 Each country should be advised to actively conduct legal harmonization 60 of the AEC Blueprint; Legal coherence in trademark law and investment law that is not yet regulated under the Blueprint can be conducted by referring to the relevant international standards; Each effort for harmonization that will touch upon any aspects of trademark law and investment law must address the barriers at the borders, beyond the borders and cross borders 61 ; The Ministerial Meetings should be prioritised for countries whose economic and technological development are relatively on-par and who have land borders with other Member States to ensure the free movement of goods, services, investment, labour and capital. An example of this would be: 1) Indonesia and Malaysia 2) Singapore and Malaysia 3) Malaysia and Thailand.
Closure
To conclude, the AEC has great potential to increase the economic growth and to empower the human potential of the ASEAN countries in the current era of free trade. Unfortunately, however, the AEC may also become a boomerang for the ASEAN Member States if the respective government and legislative bodies do not have a strong commitment to ensure the effective implementation of the economic integration. According to the discussion from the previous pages, it can be concluded that: 1. legal coherence in the field of trademark law and investment law may be achieved if ASEAN members can manage some challenges, such as diversity in legal system, economic and technological development gap, difference in legal culture, disparity in the level of infrastructure development.
2. The principles of legal coherence are legal harmonization and elimination of barriers within the borders, beyond the borders and cross borders. Several strategies are also needed to achieve the legal coherence. These include focusing on the ASEAN Economic Community Blueprint as the guidance for legal coherence and applying legal harmonisation through standardisation and technical regulatory reform.
The experience of other countries which have gone through a similar economic integration, such as the EU, can also be a valuable reference to prepare for the legal harmonization. One of the countries that can be the focus of the comparative study is the Netherlands, as a country who adopts the civil law system.
Furthermore, the United Kingdom may also become a cross-reference to see how the common law system accommodates such harmonization. Ultimately, these two countries have demonstrated their potent ability to adapt and adjust their national laws to ensure consistency with the EU laws, without having to fundamentally alter the legal system that has already existed in their jurisdiction.
In light of those research findings, the author would suggest the following points:
1. To optimise the benefit and positive effects that can be attained through the AEC, the government of the ASEAN Member States need to cooperate with the legislative bodies in each respective state to prioritise collecting the data of all regulations, especially in the subdivisions of trademark law and investment law, and to observe the growth and trends that are happening in the cooperation framework of other regional economies.
2. Regional and international cooperation must also be conducted to anticipate the harmonization of trademark law and investment law.
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